
From: Pomponio, John
To: Lapp, Jeffrey; Martinsen, Jessica
Cc: Bromm, Susan
Subject: FW: Rep. Rahall - Buffalo/KCH Letter
Date: Wednesday, April 03, 2013 2:40:00 PM
Attachments: R3-13-000-2255-C Rahall.docx

Jeff, Jessica,
 
Please forward the incoming to Susan.
 
John R. (Randy) Pomponio,  Director
Environmental Assessment & Innovation Division
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region III
1650 Arch Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103

(215) 814-2702
pomponio.john@epa.gov

 

From: Bromm, Susan 
Sent: Tuesday, April 02, 2013 7:38 PM
To: Pomponio, John
Subject: Fw: Rep. Rahall - Buffalo/KCH Letter
 
Randy,
Can you have someone email us the incoming? Thanks
 

From: Giles-AA, Cynthia
Sent: Tuesday, April 02, 2013 7:31:04 PM
To: Bromm, Susan; Rader, Cliff
Cc: Chester, Steven
Subject: Fw: Rep. Rahall - Buffalo/KCH Letter

Have you guys seen this? Anyone have a copy of the incoming letter?
 

From: Garvin, Shawn
Sent: Tuesday, April 02, 2013 6:22:19 PM
To: Sussman, Bob; Stoner, Nancy; Giles-AA, Cynthia; Vaught, Laura
Cc: Ganesan, Arvin; Kopocis, Ken; Chester, Steven
Subject: Rep. Rahall - Buffalo/KCH Letter

FYI – Attached is a letter that I plan to sign tomorrow afternoon to Rep. Rahall in response to a letter
he sent me on the Buffalo Mtn/King Coal Highway project.  Let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thank you - Shawn
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The Honorable Nick J. Rahall, II

U.S. House of Representatives

Washington, D.C  20515-4803



Dear Representative Rahall:



	Thank you for your letter of February 13, 2013 regarding Mingo County Redevelopment Authority’s (Authority) concerns regarding the proposed project alternative put forth by the   U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) for the King Coal Highway (KCH)/Buffalo Mountain Surface Mine supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS).  EPA has also read the letter to the West Virginia Secretary of Transportation from the Authority stating that the proposed project alternative in their view is “fatally flawed”.  The proposed project alternative was a summary of the work we undertook to conduct an analysis to determine if potential alternatives may be available to achieve project purposes and minimize environmental impacts.  It was expected that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) such as the one being developed by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) Huntington District would include an analysis of a reasonable range of alternatives.  



	The Authority’s letter highlights the success they and Mingo County have had in creating opportunities to support and encourage economic development, such as the Wood Products Industrial Park and areas along the Red Jacket Section of the KCH.  However, it is important to understand that the Corps and FHWA are engaged, as are we, as a cooperating agency, in developing an EIS for the proposed project in compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  NEPA requires development and consideration of a range of alternatives and for a detailed analysis of the natural, economic and social environment.  The five-mile portion of the KCH being evaluated through the NEPA study should evaluate the ability of the highway to facilitate mobility for purposes of assisting economic growth and use of developable land.
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       Printed on 100% recycled/recyclable paper with 100% post-consumer fiber and process chlorine free.

Customer Service Hotline: 1-800-438-2474



It is EPA’s understanding that the purpose of the proposed project has been limited by the Corps and the FHWA to the construction of a coal mine project that accommodates the future construction of the KCH between Delbarton and Belo.  The project purpose stated in the SDEIS did not include developable land.  The NEPA study should assess reasonable alternatives and their ability to meet the purpose and need as defined by the sponsoring agencies.  The range of alternatives considered and presented by the Corps and FHWA in the EIS are limited, which we believe is inconsistent with the spirit and intent of a NEPA analysis.  To ensure that a full range of reasonable alternatives are considered, EPA has presented a potential alternative, which provides an example of the level of analysis expected, focusing on opportunities to avoid and minimize environmental impacts.  We believe this type of alternative should be given consideration in the NEPA study and analyzed to determine the extent to which it meets the project purpose and needs and its viability as a practicable alternative.  It is our hope that the NEPA study will provide the analysis needed for sound decision-making which will balance the needs of environmental protection and supporting development of the area.  	



EPA is committed to working cooperatively with our federal and state partners on this important project as the process continues.  EPA has received the signed SDEIS for review and comment.  Our comments will be provided by May 22, the close of the public comment period.  



If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me or have your staff contact Mr. Mark Ferrell, EPA’s West Virginia Liaison, at 304-542-0231.



						Sincerely,







						Shawn M. Garvin

						Regional Administrator





















image1.jpeg



image2.wmf




